The description, explanation, and enhancement of development in individuals and groups of individuals are seen as important goals of scientific inquiry in most of the social, behavioral, and life sciences. At the same time, scholars working in these three research traditions increasingly agree that cultural and biological processes interact in the co-construction of human ontogeny. This broad and growing consensus provides a fertile common ground for scientific exchange. In the process, communication across research traditions and disciplines, while acknowledging necessary differences in tenninology and methodology, needs to establish a common conceptual framework. Psychology, with its links to sociology, cultural anthropology, and history, on the one hand, and to cognitive neuroscience, evolutionary biology, and developmental biology, on the other, appears to be in a good position to mediate such a framework. The general goal of the present volume is to explore the tenability of this assertion.
Understanding Human Development
Embedded within the more general goal of promoting interdisciplinary discourse about human ontogeny and transdisciplinary theorizing, the specific goal of this volume is to invite scholars from neighboring fields to interrogate the central tenets of lifespan psychology.
To serve these goals, the present volume follows a novel format. It is organized around a target article by Baltes (1997) that features the overall lifespan framework for understanding human development. The following chapters provide discussion of the lifespan framework from other disciplines and from other perspectives within psychology. We hope that this particular format will bring to life the book's subtitle-"Dialogues with Lifespan Psychology." Clearly, lifespan psychology alone cannot explicate the architecture of human development. Biology, demography, neuroscience as well as economics, educational science, and philosophy are also needed-just to mention a few. The interdisciplinary focus of the book reflects our view that understanding human development necessitates a systemic approach (see also Lerner, Dowling, & Roth, this volume; Molenaar, Huizenga, & Nesselroade, this volume).
Historical Background
To begin, it may be useful to consider some of the historical background of the lifespan approach to human development. Already in 1777 Johann Nicolaus Tetens, who is considered the founder of the field of developmental psychology in Germany, published his major work in which he described human development as a lifelong phenomenon (cf. Lindenberger & Baltes, 1999). In other European countries, such as England, and in the United States, developmental psychology emerged around the tum ofthe century with a strong emphasis on child development. In recent decades, however, a lifespan approach has become more prominent in North America, as well, for several reasons. Interdisciplinary synergism has been one of them. Especially in sociology, related to scholars such as Bernice Neugarten or Glen Elder, lifecourse sociology took hold as a powerful intellectual force.
The first West Virginia Conference on lifespan development (Goulet & Baltes, 1970; see also Thomae, 1959}-which turned into a series of conferences as well as a book series titled Life-span Development and Behavior (first editors P. B. Baltes and o. G. Brim}-probably marks the emergence of lifespan psychology as a modem metatheoretical framework and a psychological field of study. An article in the Annual Review of Psychology documents the establishment of lifespan psychology during the early 1980s (Baltes, Reese, & Lipsitt, 1980) . In the late 1990s, the continued importance of lifespan psychology is demonstrated by contributions to the latest edition of the Handbook of Child Development (Baltes, Lindenberger, & Staudinger, 1998 ) and a second Annual Review of Psychology article (Baltes, Staudinger, & Lindenberger, 1999) . Over the years, lifespan theorizing strengthened its interdisciplinary basis. This is perhaps seen most clearly in an article published by Baltes (1997) in the American
